Message

From:

Sent:
To:

Tanner, Barbara [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=85D9A3F12DFA4B4ABAAES1BC4723EDDB-TANNER, BARBARA]
3/27/2019 3:13:52 PM

Faeth, Lisa [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=12af792b39cc4b4fa8089976f3f8859f-Ifaeth]; Anderson, Steve
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=68706e18c9db4843904d764ebf36be51-Anderson, Steve]; Askinazi, Valerie
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=e0f11a6972234134ae9b2f59a4a26709-Askinazi, V]; Baptist, Erik
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=10fc1b085eel4cbcb61db378356aleb9-Baptist, Er]; Barkas, Jessica
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=808724835d8a457fb0¢5333e62b34291-Barkas, lessica]; Beck, Nancy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=168ecb5184ac44deS85a913297f353745-Beck, Nancyl; Bertrand, Charlotte
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f044d768e05842e1b75321ff6010e1b8-Bertrand, Charlotte]; Blair, Susanna
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6c869b985f3d43dh982¢18aaabd826bd-Blair, Susal; Buster, Pamela
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1b0d03c8a52440b7295343287b8928c5-PBuster]; Canavan, Sheila
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8e5453ba7f3d4582a0eff06ed80a5e79-Canavan, Sheilal; Caraballo, Mario
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=07e9d657e48042feadbb7c68f78a023c-Caraballo, Mario]; Carroll, Megan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=882c7705ed3f4d50aba%a7870f%ebbcc-MCarr03]; Cherepy, Andrea
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c52459ab00fd4f0eae85c32cdc9c73dd-ACherepy]; Christian, Myrta
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=207ad12497b04bcf8e80a0024b35a18a-MChris02]; Corado, Ana
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9bb9257919594061h763f306¢2f8be60-ACorado]; Davies, Clive
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6eca39ab66ea413993d7355fd46b1008-Davies, Clive]; Dekleva, Lynn
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=3bb17af28654434eb3c114bfca797997-Dekleva, Ly]; Devito, Steve
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=be78622515bd451e96e948786357fb45-SDevito]; Doa, Maria
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=99e502a905374b0b890dbob22e18d92e-MDoa02]; Drewes, Scott
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1107458a6d814a61ab24b605aff2c7ba-Drewes, Scott]; Dunn, Alexandra
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=426d0177eaab4001a5¢85f051565997e-Dunn, Alexa]; Dunton, Cheryl
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2ffa0e71e87448cc9fd86bal379ea93a-Dunton, Cheryl]; Edelstein, Rebecca
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9549e6e2f43e4a3c¢88cc3beadf7220f5-Rebecca L Edelstein]; Edmonds, Marc
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ed31dcc62754411aae5elbe96ed01f1d-MEdmonds]; Elwood, Holly
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fc14ca33efe94036a4b406c9951eb70a-HElwood]; Farquharson, Chenise
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6b240335ch7b41d79%edb4ef922386a23-Farquharson, Chenisel;
Fehrenbacher, Cathy [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=369151285d0143bba4f6fb3f9991e583-CFehrenb]; Feustel, Ingrid
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group {(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=Feustel, Ingrid]; Frank,
Donald [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ede4e3e063144b1da75b5ef2b4d1f800-Dfrank03]; Gibson, Hugh
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8e63bc30e77f4cfe8a7636cd926faf94-Hgibson]; Gimlin, Peter
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=060960590fc242daa65c8532e11da375-Pgimlin]; Gorder, Chris
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=36f179fec0d1415881a7¢ca%d924d2f22-CGORDER]; Gordon, Brittney
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=bbaa06ff76ce4f1fb9c75df41¢350372-Gordon, Brittney]; Grant, Brian
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ec6104b72cab42ba%bleldat7d4288ae-Grant, Brian]; Gray, Shawna
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=bfalbf931d974750a8db6345742c5a6¢-Gray, Shawnal; Groeneveld, Thomas
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0cea7bd5d8bada8ch97852f4695d8e28-Groeneveld, Thomas]; Guthrie,
Christina [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=921669a0369f4172b7b71f7d4dddb7df-Guthrie, Christina]; Hanley, Mary
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=58e0d3d52d424d45ae88e4386ae4f8dd-Hanley, Maryl; Helfgott, Daniel
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=552774baf1154c2b8f0b55d9d4f152¢8-Daniel A. Helfgott]; Henry, Tala
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8bfc0ab17a4a43baal8856541¢c70622be-THENRY02]; Kapust, Edna
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fbc694a771064c54a3554f5cd8344baf-EKapust]; Kemme, Sara
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8b458e296e4f4cf9aa843bas8da7c5bfc-Kemme, Saral; Koch, Erin
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d5e11973f9c0476ea9784f4b0a932373-EKOCH]; Krasnic, Toni
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f94b31db1dbad7189537584f7f0aaacc-tkrasnic]; Lavoie, Emma
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=86ac7844f12646c095e4e9093a941623-Lavoie, Emmal; Lee, Mari
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=7fad4d3c03fad5da9d33603eabehe7ec-Lee, Maril; Lee, Virginia
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=956f7f6c1c91456bbefle6ade5423766-Viee]; Leopard, Matthew (OEIl)
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0c7e250715234083a7a99796d2543127-Leopard, Matthew]; Liva, Aakruti
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=39285a08436f46e5b8a284c1b5975a15-Shah, Aakruti]; Lobar, Bryan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0299fc8f8c344582bc873a6c26e952fb-Blobar]; Mclean, Kevin
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/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=869a9152d655420594d8f94a966h8892-KMCLEAN]; Menasche, Claudia
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=76305791bbcadd5ab562de082a59f6ed-Menasche, C]; Morris, Jeff
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=55c34872e6ea40cab78be910aec63321-Morris, leff]; Moss, Kenneth
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=57d0ffce93a041db8f353bf0ela7bdf3-KMoss]; Mottley, Tanya
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=33a000296a364b0dad31fb%aaa34605d-Mottley, Tanya]; Moyer, Adam
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=Moyer, Adam];
Myers, Irina [/fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d9374ce557ad48e287cf1ch168bdf54e-IMyers]; Myrick, Pamela
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=e9cd4d9035d7415287aa5c01748c6ce8-PMyrick]; Nazef, Laura
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=636ab2a61e664d269f88b692f215844h-LNazef]; Ortiz, Julia
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f4ec863cc4f44a929103aa37cd7¢328b-0rtiz, Julia]; Owen, Elise
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d7587ab97a1d45e49f8ee2e206d442d0-Owen, Elise]; Parsons, Doug
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b0a745542h2e4fa894e877ccf8b83957-Parsons, Doug]; Passe, Loraine
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=59¢5547714¢c4944aae4161e9fab8al5-LPasse]; Pierce, Alison
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=036313052e20472¢a55f7733de62f969-APierce]; Pratt, Johnk
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b102cbf2307d429998da6e2316c3d77 1-jpratt]; Price, Michelle
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=46bc9279863142288be2f5d8¢d951722-MPrice]; Reese, Recie
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=19¢2e395917f4916b88713b742b785d3-Reese, Recie]; Reisman, Larry
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=953ac531f17b493eae80610d45de%4e3-LReisman]; Rice, Cody
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b05ad5b706014e958321a2b705cee98d-Rice, Cody]; Richardson, Vickie
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=534ec31299f74ada90cf6cc43beccdel-Richardson, Vickie]; Ross, Philip
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=55d4ef460ed745bdaa975213087b0683-PROSS]; Sadowsky, Don
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1209038134da47c6aabd6ab720347d1b-Sadowsky, Don]; Santacroce, leffrey
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=4df478bd602b4e69a0640cf947b6a593-ISantacr]; Saxton, Dion
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8a53911d17034b56b38e03cacd9e1383-Saxton, Dion]; Scarano, Louis
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=298e8a818eb6426bb5731a202ablacl7-Scarano, Louis]; Scheifele, Hans
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=dd4c2e03967741¢2a8d643869c¢0681db-HScheife]; Schmit, Ryan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=7077ecbac4914a00ad465398f92bbe78-Schmit, Ryan]; Schweer, Greg
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=4fe412a2024b4f548eeb02e7e931f484-GSchweer]; Scott Selken
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=4f63566a4360490e8ba3bl4eeaa9c7bd-Scott Selk]; Scott, Elizabeth
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=52de4d2d6bc44938908ca2e010e9834a-5cott, Elizabeth]; Selby-Mohamadu,
Yvette [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=e968133f11a542498df48c77bf56a4dc-yselbymo]; Seltzer, Mark
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1f81d6fc209b46cc8403097548fc3930-Seltzer, Mark]; Sheehan, Eileen
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1ffdd48790b847309dbeldab8eedca7c-ESHEEHAN]; Sherlock, Scott
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2¢7be251841f4c9491134ad943602¢7d-SSherloc]; Simons, Andrew
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=652da36feb75460da864ef6504ae0f42-ASIMONS]; Sirmons, Chandler
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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Subject:

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1da7591b2eeh473a84b5a7dd91765d36-CSirmons]; Slotnick, Sue
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b65b50ad816f4dbda51620e911bfc399-Slotnick, Sue]; Smith, David G.
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=57f5926352¢440009¢2330938defbcba-Smith, David G.]; Smith-Seam, Rhoda
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9408cd9db19141fda971426b3793e754-Smith-Seam,]; Stedeford, Todd
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=813567780f554c19a41260466a18d3d8-Stedeford, Todd]; Strauss, Linda
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=301660ea0f7845769db2210317516451-Strauss, Linda]; Symmes, Brian
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ab9339d98405486fb7109fedab65b7be-Symmes, Brian]; Thompson, Tony
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1987a3b8c7114957afbedda7e94a0f59-Thompson, T]; Tierney, Meghan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d887¢9636193446d8f7cf8311e386dba-Tierney, Meghan]; Tillman, Thomas
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d8f1a7d6464c4d2895ad1036b5ce0764-Tiliman, Thomas]; Tomassoni, Guy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=76001b3ac0754d6785dal7ee2c¢7cdd65-GTOMASSOQ]; Tran, Chi
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=49b165fe60b24cb98e13016c76a29¢c41-Tran,Sonchi]; Turk, David
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=5abb7af8738d49faalal922a8¢3b333a-Turk, David]; Vendinello, Lynn
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=3951cb8019444df48b4d969cdf56f188-Lvendi02]; Wallace, Ryan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fb92a9d14cc84b99a9049627ee2h0e48-Wallace, Ryan]; Wheeler, Cindy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=76334d08affb44deal16312fd009f8b05-CWheel02]; Widawsky, David
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f6ecd0fchebb4a59a34d9d1eel5cc7a5-Widawsky, David]; Williams, Aresia
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=20ab36a527da4c3c9f2fca7cb697399e-AWilli09]; Williams, Bridget
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=723d8647be7d43c¢c9b3873d1540e84¢9-Williams, Bridget]; Williamson, Tracy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1b1209cc553b4cbeda59f3e47dc0a312-Trwillial; Wills, Jennifer
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ca379f4ec8204787ad79dcfda6071c12-JWILLS]; Wise, Louise
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=cf7be035dadh45a3a7d45c84c9f4bda3-LWise]; Wolf, Joel
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=88818c211b5446e1ad11d6c0dcf2a476-Wolf, Joel]; Wright, Tracy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d3a88718327246¢28634f5975d9f0fb5-Tracy Wright]; Yowell, lohn
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1ff4baddbf284259b16a86962a99b2124-Yowell, Joh]; Tanner, Barbara
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=85d9a3f12dfadbdabaae51bc4723eddb-Tanner, Barbara)
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Judges Pillory EPA in Decade-Long Battle Over Common Pesticide
Posted March 26, 2019, 10:52 PM

¢ Federal appeals court question EPA attorneys for 90-day response deadline in possible chlorpyrifos ban
¢ Groups first petitioned EPA in 2007 to ban chemical linked to neurological delays in children

Federal appeals court judges March 26 hammered the EPA on how quickly the agency could react if ordered to adopt a
rule on the safety of the pesticide chlorpyrifos.

Oral arguments before an 11-judge en banc panel at the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit follow a ruling of a
three-judge panel of the same court last summer ordering a ban of the pesticide, which the EPA appealed.

The arguments also come a dozen years after the Natural Resources Defense Council and the Pesticide Action Network
petitioned the agency to ban all uses of chlorpyrifos on food; and two years after then-EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt—
in March 2017 —denied the request, and the groups and seven states filed an administrative petition.

“You've had 10 years or more to look at this. We've changed administrations. We've changed science. How long do you
need to look at this?” Judge M. Margaret McKeown asked March 26.

Chlorpyrifos, a Dow-produced chemical, is widely used on crops including almonds and soybeans, and by golf courses
and greenhouses. But the pesticide also has been linked to developmental problem in children.

In August, a three-judge 9th Circuit panel had nullified the EPA’s 2017 decision to pass on making a rule, even though
the rulemaking process had begun under the Obama administration, which sought to ban the chemical’s use.

The three-judge panel agreed with a dozen organizations and seven states that intervened in arguing no amount of
chlorpyrifos on food could be deemed safe based on a federal standard set by the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetics
Act. The EPA sets limits, or tolerances, for pesticide residues including chlorpyrifos in food.

The EPA then petitioned for the full slate of appeals court judges to review the ruling.

It took judges several rounds of questions to get Jonathan D. Brightbill, deputy assistant attorney general representing
the EPA, to confirm that the agency could respond within 90 days of a final order from the full court.

‘EPA Violated the Law/’

The insecticide is made by Dow AgroSciences LLC, which now operates under the name Corteva Agriscience, FMC Corp.,
and Adama Agricultural Solutions Ltd. It has been linked to children’s cognitive and developmental health.

The Trump adminstration’s EPA allowed chlorpyrifos’ use “even though it did not and could not find it safe,” Patti
Goldman, managing attorney for Earthjustice, told the court during arguments in San Francisco.

The agency had two choices—continue allowing use of chlorpyrifos in food and make a requisite safety ruling, or revoke
and modify the permitted levels, Andrea Oser, representing the New York Attorney General’s office arguing for the
states, told the court.

“And EPA has done neither,” Oser said.
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The case is LULAC v. Pruitt, 9th Cir., No. 17-71636, oral arguments 3/26/19.

hitos: ffnews bloombergenvironment comfenvironment-and-energy/iudses-pillorv-epa-in-decade-long-battle-over-
common-pesticide

INSIDEEPA.COM ARTICLES

Stakeholders Draw Battle Lines Over TSCA, IRIS Programs On Hearing's Eve
March 26, 2019

The House science committee is holding a March 27 hearing that is expected to highlight major stakeholder divisions on
whether EPA's embattled Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) program or the agency's emerging toxics program
should play the lead role assessing chemical risks.

The hearing, EPA’s IRIS Program: Reviewing Its Progress And Roadblocks Ahead, is expected to provide Democrats and
environmentalists an opportunity to defend the IRIS program in the face of continuing attacks from industry groups and

the Trump administration, whose officials are seeking to scale back its agenda and limit its regulatory application.

The March 27 hearing will likely stand in contrast to similar hearings in previous Congresses held under the gavel of

former Chairman Lamar Smith (R-TX}, which focused on industry concerns with IRIS' strict risk estimates.
But industry groups and their supporters are likely to continue criticizing the program for being overly conservative and
are likely to champion EPA’s toxics office, which is implementing the revised Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), as an

alternate chemical assessor, though environmentalists say it has been “captured” by industry interests.

Jennifer Sass, a senior scientist with the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) argues in a March 26 blog post that

the IRIS program has greater credibility than the TSCA program.

“In contrast to the industry-captured TSCA program, EPA’s Office of Research and Development (ORD) continues to

receive favorable reviews for its implementation of chemical assessments through the [IRIS] program,” she writes.

In contrast, the chemical industry is calling for further strengthening and accountability for the program, though it is

stopping short of calling for abolishing the program as some conservatives have.

“We hope that the IRIS program will one day be able to produce high-quality, scientifically sound toxicity values, but
there is still a great deal of work to be done to get to that point,” the American Chemistry Council (ACC) says in a March
25 blog. Still, ACC argues that the “IRIS program has been plagued by serious issues for years as noted on many
occasions by the National Academy of Sciences (NAS), the Government Accountability Office (GAQO), congressional
committees ... and other stakeholders. The program’s failure to address those issues means that IRIS hazard assessments

cause unnecessary alarm and misstate the potential impact of a given substance on public health.”
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Such critiques serve as a backdrop to Trump administration efforts to sideline the program in favor of the toxics office's
efforts to implement a revised TSCA program. EPA's toxics office is led by former ACC lobbyist and IRIS critic Nancy Beck,

who is now the political deputy.

Formaldehyde Assessment

For example, the agency formally announced last week that it was shelving IRIS' long-running assessment of
formaldehyde and would instead hand it off as an anticipated high-priority assessment under the TSCA program, which

is likely to take a narrower look at potential risks.

The IRIS assessment has long drawn industry criticism, especially after a critical review of an earlier draft by NAS called
for wholesale changes to the IRIS program, including more transparency and stronger causal evidence in the

assessments.

In a release announcing the formaldehyde decision, toxics chief Alexandra Dunn promised that the draft IRIS assessment
would be utilized by the toxics office in completing its evaluation. Dunn also sought to explain the decision, arguing that

the IRIS program could not take “regulatory steps” while the toxics office can.

While a draft version of IRIS' formaldehyde assessment had reportedly been completed, the assessment was dropped

from the program'’s agenda late last year along with a host of other pending assessments that had been in the works for

years.

But a GAO report released earlier this month raised questions about EPA's priority-setting process that led it to drop

formaldehyde from IRIS' agenda. In response, Democrats are seeking an ethics investigation into the top Trump research

appointee's role in the IRIS prioritization process.

And a subsequent GAQ report rejected arguments from EPA and continued to list both IRIS and the TSCA program as a

“high risk” issue in need of senior management oversight and urged Congress and the administration to ensure the

agency has “sufficient” funds to ensure their successful implementation.

In addition to shelving the IRIS assessment of formaldehyde, the administration is considering limiting the regulatory
application of IRIS assessments. EPA is holding a March 27 hearing on its proposed air toxics rules for hydrochloric acid
facilities, where the agency is reconsidering whether to continue using a strict Obama-era IRIS value for ethylene oxide

(EtO) for regulatory purposes.

While EtQ is a major risk driver for the sector, EPA is asking for comment on whether it should continue to use the EtO

IRIS assessment -- challenging IRIS' longstanding role as the producer of premiere risk analyses for regulatory decision-

making.

The Trump EPA has also proposed significantly reducing IRIS' budget in each of the last three budgets, though Congress
did not act on the 2018 or 2019 proposals, and is not expected to act on the 2020 request. Meanwhile, the

administration has proposed to increase the toxics program budget since coming into office.
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Administration efforts to scale back the IRIS program are drawing strong push back from environmentalists. Even before
the toxics office's announcement, the Environmental Defense Fund's Richard Denison branded EPA's dropping
formaldehyde from the IRIS program as “corrupt.” Denison pointed out that the top Trump nominee in the research
office, David Dunlap, is a former Koch Industries environmental engineer whose recusal statement includes not working
on formaldehyde. “Miraculously, [Dunlap's] recusal statement was dated the same day as the IRIS program outlook

document,” Denison wrote in a Feb. 14 blog post.

“Given the differences in credibility and scientific accountability between the TSCA and IRIS chemical assessments, it is
alarming that the recent GAO investigation reported that the EPA Administrator’s office is blocking IRIS assessments,
while program office leadership is pulling staff from the IRIS program into the TSCA program,” Sass writes, pointing to
GAQ's latest report on IRIS, released March 4. It found that 28 of 30 IRIS staff were working on TSCA assessments last

fall, before the new IRIS agenda was published.

“Instead of addressing the industrial sources of its air pollution, the chemical industry and its allies at the TSCA program
are attacking the IRIS assessments, scavenging off IRIS resources to staff up the industry-captured TSCA program,
shifting the balance of [EPA’s Science Advisory Board] from non-industry to industry members,” Sass concludes. “Under
these conditions it is inevitable that chemical assessments will be weakened, regulatory safeguards will be gutted, and

preventable human suffering will rise.” -- Maria Hegstad (mhegstad@iwpnews.com)

hitns: /finsidesna.com/dallv-news/stakeholders-draw-hattle-lines-over-tsca-iris-programs-hearings-ave

Despite Wheeler Pledge, EPA Seeks To Kill Lead Risk Reduction Program

March 25, 2019

The Trump administration is proposing to eliminate EPA's Lead Risk Reduction Program in fiscal year 2020 despite
pledges from Administrator Andrew Wheeler and other top officials who said when unveiling an inter-agency lead
strategy late last year that reducing children's exposures to the metal and its risks is a priority.

According to EPA's FY20 budget justification, the administration is proposing to zero out the $12.6 million Congress
appropriated in FY19 for the program. The budget request says that the funding and 66 associated full-time equivalent
employees “are proposed for elimination for this program in FY 2020.”

EPA explains that certifications of lead-safe practices for contractors who could disturb old lead-based paint will
continue as part of EPA's toxics office's activities, while “[o]ther forms of lead exposure are addressed through other
targeted programs such as lead pipe replacement with the State Revolving Funds.”

The proposal appears to undercut statements from Wheeler and other officials who have sought to demonstrate a
responsibility to reduce exposures.

For example, when Wheeler and other officials unveiled the administration's interagency lead plan, the administrator
said that protecting people, especially the most vulnerable, is “the first and foremost responsibility of government,” and
that children in many communities face significant exposures to lead through paint in housing and old pipes that deliver
drinking water.
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“The Federal Lead Action Plan will enhance the Trump Administration’s efforts to identify and reduce lead
contamination while ensuring children impacted by lead exposure are getting the support and care they need,” he said.

The “Federal Action Plan To Reduce Childhood Lead Exposures and Associated Health Impacts” calls for four categories
of actions, including reducing children's exposure to lead, identifying and helping lead-exposed children, improving
communication with stakeholders, and supporting and conducting research to inform future lead reduction efforts.

In December, EPA said that it plans to issue by March 2019 an implementation plan with performance metrics for
monitoring the agency's progress and demonstrating accountability for meeting the plan's goals.

At the event announcing the plan, Wheeler sought to deflect concern that it lacks new commitments to craft
enforceable regulations by arguing that the agency's commitments to finalize rulemaking efforts that are already
underway are “new.”

Similarly, during her tenure as regional administrator of EPA Region 1, comprising the New England states, Alexandra
Dunn -- who now heads EPA’s toxics office -- touted EPA's community grants and other activities targeted at reducing
lead in drinking water and ensuring the contractors are using lead-safe renovation practices.

As one example, in a press release last May, EPA Region 1 touted its efforts to “reduce children’s exposure to lead paint
in New Hampshire and Maine seacoast areas.” The May 2, 2018 release touted a new “initiative to improve compliance
with laws that protect children from lead paint poisoning by sending certified letters this month to about 400 home
renovation and painting contractors, property management companies and landlords in and around Portsmouth, N.H.
and Portiand, Maine areas.”

“Reducing exposure to lead is a top priority for EPA under Administrator Pruitt's leadership,” Dunn said in the 2018
release, when she was regional administrator of EPA's New England office. “Enforcing lead paint notification and
worksite standards helps to level the playing field for companies complying with the law, as well as helps to provide a
safer and healthier environment for children.” -- Maria Hegstad (mhegstad @iwpnews.com)

hitos: finsideepa.com/fdallv-news/despite -wheeler-nledpe-epg-seeks-Kill-lead-risk-reduction-program

GREENWIRE ARTICLES

9th Circuit set for chlorpyrifos clash
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Published: Tuesday, March 26, 2019

The Trump administration heads to federal court today to fight a 2018 ruling that required EPA to crack down on the
pesticide chlorpyrifos.

The 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals will hear oral arguments this evening in a highly anticipated rehearing en banc —
before 11 active judges on the court.

The court is weighing whether to reverse a three-judge panel's August decision requiring EPA to ban the farm chemical
on food crops. EPA science has linked the pesticide to neurological problems in children.

The 9th Circuit panel concluded the Trump administration failed to justify its 2017 decision to reject a proposed ban that
public health advocates have pushed for years.

Government officials then asked the 9th Circuit to revisit the ruling and notched a notable victory in February when that
request was granted (Greenwire, Feb. 7).

Trump-appointed Justice Department lawyer Jonathan Brightbill is arguing the case for EPA today.

The League of United Latin American Citizens and a coalition of farm, labor and environmental groups opposing EPA in
the courtroom will be represented by Earthjustice lawyer Patti Goldman. New York Deputy Solicitor General Andrea
Oser is representing a coalition of states pushing for a chlorpyrifos ban.

Documents obtained under the Freedom of Information Act by the Center for Biological Diversity and detailed in a New
York Times investigation indicate the Fish and Wildlife Service found chlorpyrifos also posed jeopardy to 1,399

endangered species.

Pesticide makers and agriculture groups have argued that banning the chemical would derail many American food crops
that rely on it.

The 9th Circuit will stream today's oral arguments online, beginning at 5:30 p.m. EDT.

hitos: /fwww. eenews net/ereenwire /2019703726 /stories /10601 20435
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Dems put spotlight on Bernhardt’s schedules and meetings
Wichas! Dovie, E&E News reporter

{.’3

Acting Intertor chief David Bernhardt.
Published: Tuesday, March 26, 2019

On the eve of a crucial Senate confirmation hearing, the Interior Department has turned over to a House panel
thousands of pages disclosing more about acting Interior Secretary David Bernhardt's schedules and activities.

The 7,137 documents containing 26,792 pages delivered late yesterday to the Democratic-controlled House Natural
Resources Committee include detailed calendars, day-ahead schedule previews and meeting proposal forms describing
who has wanted to meet with Bernhardt and why.

"The operations of the Office of the Secretary and the Deputy Secretary involve compiling and managing an ever
changing schedule," Cole Rojewski, director of Interior's Office of Congressional and Legislative Affairs, noted in a cover
letter.

More than a simple bureaucratic shuffling, the delivery of pages that were part of 2,731 distinct documents marked the
latest move in an ongoing struggle involving congressional oversight, executive branch transparency and the particulars

of how Bernhardt operates.

The document delivery answered a Feb. 7 joint request from the committee's chairman, Radl Grijalva (D-Ariz.), and the
freshman chairman of the panel's Oversight and Investigations Subcommittee, T.J. Cox (D-Calif.) (Greenwire, Feb. 8).

The House Democrats cited meetings with lobbyists that were not previously disclosed and the use of overly general
terms. Between August 2017 and September 2018, for instance, Bernhardt's publicly released calendars identified 98
events simply as "external meeting."

Forty entries over the course of the year were identified only as "call" or "call time."

"The versions of your calendars that have been obtained through Freedom of Information Act requests and posted to
the DOl website are missing important details," the Democrats stated.

Committee spokesman Adam Sarvana said today that the panel was still reviewing the newly received documents, which
also included 19,982 pages dealing with Interior's review of national monuments.
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Interior now posts more detailed schedules for Bernhardt online, identifying by name and organization the
nongovernmental individuals with whom he has met.

Last Thursday, for instance, Bernhardt's calendar shows he met with Nature Conservancy executives Lynn Scarlett and
Kameran Onley. Scarlett served in the Interior Department with Bernhardt during the George W. Bush administration.

“Frankly, | believe that all Federal public officials, including members of Congress, should publicly disclose all meetings
held with individuals or parties other than government entities, as | am already committed to doing," Bernhardt wrote
to Grijalva and Cox last month.

Interior delivered the documents more than a month later than the House members wanted but several days before
Bernhardt's confirmation hearing to replace former Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke, to be held Thursday before the Senate
Energy and Natural Resources Committee (E&E Daily, March 25).

The hearing will illuminate how Bernhardt's critics on and off of Capitol Hill contend the former lobbyist is too cozy with
special interests, and private groups, too, have been seeking more documented insight into his day-to-day activities.

Last July, on behalf of the Western Values Project, Democracy Forward filed suit against Interior for failing to release
documents in response to 10 FOIA requests for Bernhardt's official communications and other work.

"DOl's foot-dragging is particularly problematic given Acting Secretary Bernhardt's nomination to Secretary and, in
advance of his confirmation hearings, his efforts to tout his commitment to agency transparency and ethical public
service," the groups' attorneys wrote in a Feb. 22 court filing.

Justice Department attorneys countered in a March 12 filing that Interior had "identified over ten thousand pages of
potentially responsive records," with several searches still ongoing, and that officials are "currently reviewing 500 pages
per month."

hitos:/fwww ecenews. net/greenwire /2019703726 /stories /1080129507

CHEMICAL WATCH ARTICLES

Walmart, Amazon pull paint removers in the face of NGO pressure

26 March 2019 / Built environment, Retail, Solvents, United States, Voluntary action

Walmart and Amazon have both removed online listings for paint removal products containing methylene chloride and
N-methylpyrrolidone (NMP), after pressure from the NGO Safer Chemicals Healthy Families.

Both retailers were among the more than dozen who committed to pulling the products from their shelves, following an
NGO campaign focused on the hazards the two solvents posed. Walmart committed to doing so by February of this year,

and Amazon by 1 March.

But as was the case during a January investigation into five other major retailers, SCHF discovered noncompliance with
the commitments after these deadlines.
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In the case of Walmart, SCHF and its partners identified 90 pages on Walmart.com for products that "definitely or likely
contained" either methylene chloride or NMP. A visit to Walmart retail locations found two products containing
methylene chloride or NMP, on shelves in lllinois and Oregon.

Meanwhile, they found 59 such products being sold through Amazon.

With respect to Walmart, SCHF said it notified the company of the violations between 11-15 March. And while it took
over a week in certain cases, by 21 March all of the listings in question had been removed.

Amazon removed the listings within 48 hours of notification by the NGO, added SCHF.

This month, the US EPA issued a final rule banning methylene chloride from consumer products. A retail prohibition
comes into force 180 days after the effective date of the rule.

SCHF is among the organisations, however, that have criticised the scope of the ban, saying it only covers consumer
products, especially considering that many major retailers had already committed to pulling the products.

Related Articles

US retailer to phase pul misthviens chiloride, NMP paint strippers
Amazon to ban paint strippers condaining methviene chloride and NMP
Methylene chioride, NMP products remain at maior US retailers

US EPA bans methyieng chiloride in consumer paint removers

Further Information:

SCHF bloppost

NGO study: Prop 65 leads to successful product reformulations

26 March 2019 / Confidentiality & right-to-know, Prop 65, US states

An NGO study has found that two Proposition 65 private enforcement actions resulted in significantly lowered lead
content in certain products. And study co-author the Center for Environmental Health (CEH) says that this is evidence
that Prop 65 litigation can prompt safer product reformulations nationwide.

California’s Proposition 65, which was passed by voters in 1986, requires warning on products exposing consumers to
chemicals that can cause reproductive harm or cancer. A unique aspect of the law is that it allows private persons or
organisations to take legal action against alleged violators — and be awarded 25% of penalties assessed.

In the study, the CEH — a frequent plaintiff in ‘private enforcement’ litigation — used a proprietary dataset and one from

the California Department of Public Health (CDPH]) to look into the long-term impact of such enforcement. it found
"dramatic reductions" in chemicals of concern in the two cases it evaluated.
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Data showed, for example, that faux leather purses made with lead-containing pigments declined from 34% to 8% over
the course of seven years. And online sales indicated that the reduction was nationwide, the study found.

Michael Green, CEO of CEH, said the findings "illustrate why Prop 65 has been so effective in protecting millions of
consumers from harmful chemicals without imposing costs on businesses and consumers."

The threat of litigation, he continued, makes "companies respond by providing products that are safer and more
environmentally friendly."

Industry, however, has raised concerns that the opportunity to win settlement fees has given rise to a 'bounty
hunter' environment, where the burden of proof rests on businesses to demonstrate that a warning was not necessary
for a product.

The most recent annual report from California’s Office of the Attorney General shows that the total settlement payout
for Prop 65 cases exceeded $25m in 2017.

Related Articles

Prog 65: standing the test of times?

Further Information:

2019 Global Outlook: Key GHS developments

Nhat Nguyen, Chemical Watch's chief analyst, and Cristina Garcia, regulatory and compliance analyst, discuss global

developments as countries adopt the sixth or seventh edition of GHS

27 March 2019 / GHS, Global

Key Points

¥ US OSHA to update the Hazard Communication Standard 2012
¥ Asia Pacific countries lead the charge toward adopting GHS editions
» EU considers changing the CLP Regulation
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¥ Chile to implement GHS sixth revised edition

The UN Globally Harmonized System (GHS) of classifying and labelling chemicals has been instrumental in shaping
regulatory policy on chemical management across the globe. GHS addresses classification of chemicals by types of
hazard and proposes harmonised hazard communication elements, including labels and safety data sheets (SDSs).

First adopted by the United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (UNECE) in 2002 and published in 2003, GHS has
been accepted and implemented worldwide amid criticism that, despite its name, it is not actually harmonised.
Countries can choose which sections of the GHS they wish to integrate into their regulations.

The first major wave of implementation and compliance came in 2015 when many regions — including the EU, Asia and
the US — completed their implementation timelines. More countries are expected to adopt the system in 2019 aligning
with either the sixth or seventh edition of GHS.

Event: UN publication of the eighth revised edition of GHS

Since its inception, the UNECE intended GHS to be revised every two years to account for changes, new memorandums
of understanding and/or agreements. If the UNECE keeps to its previous schedules, the eighth revised edition should be
released by mid 2019.

In December, the UNECE technical committee met to decide some of the potential changes to the eighth revised edition
including:

A4

introduction of a category-based scheme for classification of explosives, similar to that used for other
hazard classes;

new criteria for classification of aerosols and chemicals under pressure;

review of the viscosity criterion for classification of mixtures with the aspiration hazard;

vV V V

new examples on the labelling of small packagings; and

A7

new precautionary statements for medical response and a possible precautionary pictogram to give the
message: "Keep out of reach of children."”

Key dates

» First half of 2019 — Publication of the eighth revised edition of GHS

Event: Asia Pacific countries consider sixth or seventh edition of GHS

While many countries have met their first set of compliance dates for GHS, Asia Pacific countries are leading the charge
toward adopting newer editions of GHS.

Despite having only completed its GHS implementation on 1 January 2017, Australia intends to change from the third
revised edition to the sixth edition.

Allan Freeth, New Zealand’s chief executive for the Environmental Protection Authority, told Chemical Watch’s
Regulatory Summit Asia 2018 that New Zealand will take further steps to harmonise with GHS, potentially moving to
either the sixth or seventh edition. New Zealand has adopted new legislative instruments (EPA Notices) for labelling and
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SDSs based on the fifth revised edition of the GHS. The final decision may depend on Australia since New Zealand has a
keen interest in harmonising with its closest trade partner.

The Singapore Chemical Industry Council {SCIC) is also reviewing whether to adopt the sixth or seventh edition of GHS.
SCIC is spearheading chemical management and hazard communication in Singapore through the Chemical Management
and GHS Hazard Communication Taskforce, which is comprised of government, industry and educational organisations.
The taskforce’s recommendation, once finalised, will be implemented throughout Singapore.

Japan is possibly the furthest ahead with implementation changes. Efforts are underway to revise the country’s GHS
standards — JIS Z 7252 for classification and JIS Z 7253 for SDSs. The standards are expected to be published in late
March and will bring the country’s requirements closer to the sixth revised edition of GHS. Industry will have a transition
period of about three years to change labels and safety data sheets, if applicable.

Who will this impact the most?
Manufacturers, importers and traders of chemicals used in the workplace (for example, industrial chemicals).
Key dates

» late March 2019 - Issuance of new GHS standards in lapan

Event: Alignment of Canada, the US and the EU on the seventh edition

Changes might also occur in North America and the EU. The US Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)
plans to update the Hazard Communication Standard 2012 (known as HazCom 2012) in 2019.

Maureen Ruskin, deputy directorate of standards and guidance at OSHA, has told Chemical Watch that the agency’s

activities will centre around the seventh revised edition of GHS. The proposed rules are expected to be published for
consultation in March 2018.

Under the Regulatory Cooperation Council (RCC) Joint Action Plan, Canada is committed to aligning its implementation
with the US. Health Canada has published its Forward Regulatory Plan 2018-2020 setting out the agenda for the
changes. The agency expects to publish regulatory changes to the Workplace Hazardous Materials Information System
(WHMIS), aligning with the seventh in 2019.

The EU is also considering changing the CLP Regulation (which stands for classification, labelling and packaging), which
aligns the EU system to the GHS, known as the CLP. The change, if implemented, would align the system with the sixth
and seventh edition of GHS. A proposal to implement changes to the SDSs in EC Regulation No 1907/2006 (REACH) is
also under development. Industry are expected to be given an 18-month transition period once the changes are

finalised.

Who will this impact the most?

In Canada and the US, these changes will have an impact on manufacturers, importers and traders of industrial chemical.
In Europe, the changes will affect manufacturers, importers and traders of all chemical products.

Key dates
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» First half of 2019 — Changes to the CLP
» March 2019 — Publication of the proposed changes to the US requirement

Event: Latin American countries look to harmonise and align with the sixth edition

GHS activities in Latin America were bubbling in 2018 with more expected in 2019.

In Argentina, all chemicals must be classified under GHS as required under Resolution SRT 801/2015. Brazil has adopted
the third revised edition of the GHS, making it mandatory in the workplace through the Regulatory Norm No 26 (NR-26)
and Norm ABNT NRB 14725. However, authorities are drafting legislation to align with the sixth edition. As Brazil and
Argentina have signed a memorandum of understanding on joint chemical management strategies, it is possible that
Argentina may also adopt the sixth edition.

In Chile, there is a National Policy on Chemical Safety which integrates a 2017-2022 action plan including the adoption of
the GHS. Chile updated its SDS standard in 2015 with Norm No 2245: 2015 Hoja de datos de seguridad para productos
quimicos, which permits companies to use GHS as the basis for classification. In November 2018, Chile released a

draft Regulation on Classification, Labelling and Notification of Chemical Substances and Mixtures, which would formally
implement GHS. When Chile publishes the final regulation, it will join Colombia and Costa Rica as one of the few Latin

American countries to have adopted the sixth revised edition of the GHS.

Meanwhile, companies in Mexico must comply with the fifth revised edition of GHS as specified by NOM-018-STPS-2015,
which became enforceable in October 2018.

Who will be impacted the most?

Manufacturers, importers and traders of chemicals used in the workplace such as industrial chemicals. Chile’s
implementation is similar to the EU and, as with all companies who trade chemical products including consumer
products, will be affected.

Key dates

» 30 December 2022 — Relabelling of products that existed in the Costa Rican market prior to 30 December 2017

» Mid-2019 — Publication of Chile’s Regulation on Classification, Labelling and Notification of Chemical Substances
and Mixtures

» One-year transition period from the regulation’s publication date — Chile’s labels and 5DSs for single substances
for industrial use

» Two-year transition — Chile’s labels and SDSs for single substances in non-industrial use

> Five-year transition — Chile’s labels and SDSs for mixtures in industrial use

» Seven-year transition — Chile’s labels and SDSs for mixtures in non-industrial use

Other potential changes in 2019 and beyond

In the summer of 2018, Israel issued a draft standard SI 2302 Part 1 on classification, labelling, and packaging of
chemicals, which is based on the EU's CLP (European Regulation (EC) No 1272/2008). The draft, once finalised, will
replace the previous draft standard issued in 2009. The industry will be permitted a three-year transition period to bring
all chemical products into compliance. Israel, a member of OECD, has an incentive to implement GHS as

the OECD announced in May 2018 that it will require all members to implement GHS.
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The New Technical Regulation of Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) on Safety of Chemical Products was adopted on 3
March 2017 by the Eurasian Economic Commission Council. It is expected to enter into force on 2 June 2021, making
GHS classification criteria and related hazard communication elements {labels and SDSs) mandatory in Armenia, Belarus,
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Russia. Russia implements GHS through its various national standards.

South Africa is expected to update the Occupational and Health Safety (OHS) Act and the Hazardous Chemical
Substances Regulations to take account of GHS. While South Africa is not a member of the OECD, it has partnered with
the organisation on major programmes and initiatives. South Africa’s efforts could spur other countries in the Southern
African Development Community, all 16 of which have indicated that they are likely to implement GHS by 2020.

Kenyan authorities have published a draft of the country’s Environmental Management and Coordination (Toxic and
Hazardous Chemicals and Materials Management) Regulations 2018. if Kenya publishes the final regulation, which
applies only to industrial chemicals, it will align the country with the seventh revised edition of GHS.

In Malaysia, authorities are examining the regulations on classification, labeling and packaging and are looking to revise
the list of pre-classified chemicals in the industry code of practice for hazard communication.

Key dates

» Itis unclear when changes will be finalized

Nhat Nguyen
Chief analyst, Chemical Watch

Related Articles

Understanding GHS in Australia

GHS committes to explore coordinating purple book implementation
US hozoom standard update to align with seventh edition of GHS
EU opens consultation on updating CLP alignment with GHS
LINM's GHS takes sffect in Argenting

GHS in Latin America: the story so far

Developments on chemical management in Chile

Costa Rica, Chile releass details of GHS implementaltion
Uolombila adopts sixth edition of GHS

Costa Rica, Chile release details of GHS implementation
Mexico's mandatery GHS standard comes into fores

israel amends classification of dangsrous substances

OECD makes GHS mandatory for member states

OECD makes GHS mandatory for member states

Malaysia to streamiine chemical regulations

Further Information:
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Government urges industry to be ready for UK REACH

26 March 2019 / Brexit, REACH, UK

The UK government has published further guidance to businesses on UK REACH, urging industry to "be ready" to use the
new legislation in the event that the UK leaves the European Union without a deal.

The guidance, published on 25 March, explains the specific steps businesses manufacturing or importing chemicals must
take to register them online under UK REACH.

A new [T system will be launched on exit day if there is no agreement on withdrawal terms. This is now set for 22 May or
12 April depending on whether Prime Minister Theresa May gets her withdrawal deal through parliament.

The Department for Environment, Food & Agriculture (Defra) said the IT system would allow:

» businesses that have existing UK-held REACH registrations to validate their registrations ( known as

‘grandfathering’);

businesses that import chemicals from the European Economic Area (EEA) to submit downstream user import

notifications; and

» businesses to register new substance registrations or PPORD (Product and Process Orientated Research and
Development) notifications.

To minimise disruption on exit day businesses should start getting ready now, Defra said.

To be ready to use UK REACH, "it's a good idea to access your Echa REACH-IT account and download all the information
you hold there," it said in a statement.

"There is no guarantee that UK users will be able to retain access to Echa REACH-IT once the UK leaves the EU and you
will need your registration confirmation documents and Echa decisions to comply with UK REACH."

A no-deal Brexit would mean that a range of businesses would be unable to import chemicals directly from the EEA.
Sectors that rely on chemicals include motor manufacturing, pharmaceuticals, cosmetics, construction and cleaning

products.

MPs are expected to make a series of indicative votes this week to pave the next steps for Brexit, with all options,
including Ms May's deal, a no-deal exit, a softer Brexit with a customs union, and a second referendum, still on the table.
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Echa says UK companies have initiated the transfer of nearly 3,000 REACH registrations to EU27 entities since the
beginning of the year.

Related Articles

UK releases additional no-des! Brexit REACH suidance
Bremit: povernment hopeful of UK REACH 1T readiness
Nearly 3 000 UK registrations initisted for EUZ7 transfer — Echa

Further Information:

Further guidance

P&G flags pre-registration and polymer rules as K-REACH challenges

Legislation mandates more information from consumer chemical companies

27 March 2019 / Data, K-REACH, South Korea, Substance registration

Consumer chemical companies face unique challenges regarding the pre-registration requirements under K-REACH, Jeff
Li, principal scientist at P&G Technology in Beijing, told delegates at the AsiaHub Summit in Washington, DC last week.

Based on P&G's experience, Mr Li said that consumer chemical companies were required to submit more information
on:

» substances in products;

» raw materials, including components of mixtures; and
» intentionally-added breakdown products, such as those from soaps.

While smaller companies are able to use spreadsheets to map substances and track shipments, larger companies such as
P&G require an IT system to understand "at any moment" if a substance meets registration volume levels.

Another challenge under K-REACH is that, unlike EU REACH, it requires GHS classification at the pre-registration stage.
P& G does not have this information for a "big portion” of substances, Mr Li said. Companies may ask their suppliers for
the information or try to find it in relevant databases, he added.

Polymer registrations
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While the requirement to register polymers is not new under the law, "massive amounts" of them now qualify following
amendments, Mr Li said.

K-REACH stipulates registration when a polymer's content comprises just 2% of monomers.

This means that "some very safe polymers” may not be classed as polymers of low concern because the monomers
within them may contain hazardous substances. For example, the "very safe” common polymer poly({ethylene oxide) is
formed from the hazardous monomer, ethylene oxide, he said.

Another "big challenge" is that companies must jointly register for the same polymer, said Mr Li. But, even among those
with the same Cas number, there is significant variation and so the same data cannot often be used. Polymers with the
same Cas number can vary in:

\4

molecular weight (MW);

v

monomer reactants;

v

residual products;
end-group reactors and chemical reactions; and

Y Y

shapes and tactility, for example in crystallinity, branching and cross-linking.

This is a "tough issue" for government and industry, and the Korean Chamber of Commerce has created a polymer
taskforce in response. There are also draft guidelines in circulation among a "small group" of organisations, Mr Li said.

Sunny Lee
Asia editor

Related Articles

Seuth Korea'’s draft implementation rules arrive for updated K-REACH
K-REACH updated: lessons and challengss

Philippines expands scope for priority control chemicals

And environment bureau reinstates requirement for Piccs certificates

27 March 2019 / Classification, Confidentiality & right-to-know, Philippines
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Expanded requirements from the Environmental Management Bureau will require more companies operating in the
Philippines to obtain compliance certificates for substances on the priority control list, delegates at the AsiaHub Summit
in Washington, DC heard last week.

Edwin Romel N Navaluna at the EMB’s chemical management bureau said that the requirement would now apply to all
distributors and users, not just manufacturers and importers. All will have to comply with the certification provisions set
out in DENR Administrative Order No 2007-23.

Mr Navaluna said the scope has been expanded to help the EMB "track the movement of PCL chemicals from import to
the end user”.

Piccs certification reinstated

The EMB has also reinstated a requirement for companies to obtain certificates that prove their substances are on the
Philippine Inventory of Chemicals and Chemical Substance (Piccs) list, when importing into the country. This was
dropped in 2016, but importers have continued to request official confirmation of clearance from them.

The bureau noted a "significant increase"” in the number of requests following a Bureau of Customs (BOC) circular last
year, which subjected all imported chemicals to mandatory inspections.

Last week, one company told Chemical Watch that its products were stopped at the ports and authorities demanded to
see certification.

Because of this, the EMB says, it believes it necessary to repeal the prohibition and allow Piccs certificates, "in order to
mainstream the validation process”.

To obtain certificates, applicants must submit the following for evaluation:

> anotarised application form {Annex A);
» acopy of business permit;
> Information on 100% composition of mixtures, with corresponding Cas number and name of every chemical;

and
» asafety data sheet (SDS).

Mr Navaluna said it will also issue Piccs certificates to companies importing chemicals that require or have requested
CBI.

Chemical Control Orders
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The EMB is revising the chemical control order (CCO) for mercury to bring it in line with the Minamata Convention.
Mercury and its compounds have been subject to a CCO since 1997.

He said the bureau will be proposing additional CCOs for:

> arsenic;

» benzene;

» cadmium;

» chromium; and
» vinyl chloride.

It is also considering plans to require companies to obtain licences for the purchase, distribution and use of CCO
chemicals.

An additional 33 chemicals have been added to the Piccs list with immediate effect. The list contains over 47,000
chemicals. The EMB is also currently reviewing a further 50 chemicals for inclusion in the PCL.

Ellen Tatham
Asia reporter

Further Information:

Scope for PCL certification
Certification for PICCS
Additional PICCS
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Toxic chemicals can snter food through packaging, We made a list

Ervvironmental Deferse Fund {Blog)

CONEG also established the Toxics in Packaging Clearinghouse to maintain the ... Beyond PFAS: More toxic chemicals of
concern in food packaging.

ACCITRCA Abtack on RIS Formaldehyde, Chloroprane, B10
HMatural Besources Defense Council
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The Toxics Office is charged with implementing the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA} as well as the pesticide
regulatory laws FIFRA and FOPA.

The 3 Possibly toxie 1,4-dioxane found in common housshold products

Mews 12 Long island

The 30: Possibly toxic 1,4-dioxane found in common household products. An environmental group says the the possibly
toxic chemical compound 1 ...

Enwvironmental groug: 8% of 80 howsehold products contain 1,4 dionane

Mews 12 Long island

... carcinogen called 1,4-dioxane. Citizens Campaign for the Environment found the possibly toxic chemical compound in
65 of 80 common household ...

Paint Bemover Market with Top Plavers: 30, diresn Products, 3% Chemistry

Rarket Besearch Perindical

Global Paint Remover Market Professional Survey Report 2019 provides strategists, marketers and senior management
with the critical information ...
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